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The Athenian Mercury. 


Queft. 1. C’Uppofing there were Ten Bufbel Generation, George, cc. now where G melts 
of Coals laid ona Heap and Fire in found as before, may not the ufeof Hh ] Con- 
put to’em, that would confume ‘em all to’ Afhes, fonant retoncile this contr adiftion, and the words 
about three Bufhelsof Afhes frill remaining—- be written Jin, Jibber, Jilly-flower; Jender , 
Pray what becomes of the reft, fince nothing can Jeneration, Jeorge, Gc. and forbe J deferve 
be annthilated ? @ place inthe Alphabet and nor dwell im the 
“nfm. The Queftion might have been Pen only — and whether’ fueb an alteration may 
put clofer in anInftance ofanother Nature, or pa/s under the fame favour with the common 
where there areno Athes left at all —par- Abbreviations now wfed of writing { "em, ) for 
ticularly in a Candle, where tho there are [them] [tho] jor C though } and many 
fome {mall Athes from the Wiek, there orbers? , 
would be none at all from the Waxor Tal- — Anfw. The found of the Englith Letters 
low, tho the Candle thould be like what is fo Arbitrary that we believe ‘tis impoffible 
the Seamen vow’d to the Virgin, as big as to make any Canon for ‘em with fewer Bx: 
a Main-maft. However it’s much the fame  ceprions than Busby’s Rules, which are fo \ma- 
in both cafes, the unctuous fubftance, both y that you may e’ne throw up Crofsand 
in Coals and Candle firing the Flame, and ile, which thall be the Rule, and whict?the 
the Feces or heavier part, either fubfiding Exception. This of G particularly, is at once 
in Cinders and Afhes, or being forc’d up fo different and fo difficult that’tis as hard 
in the {moak, fome parts flying one way, for ftrangers to know how to pronounce it, 
others another, bythe violent “bir! of the as to pronounce it when they know it, 
matter, when putin {0 brisk a motion, but we mean the Liquid found, for when "tis 
yet no part thereof being really annihilated, mate ‘tis eafie and common toall Nations : 
tho no man, nor perhaps Angel could find al) And indeed the Greeks know no other 
the fcattered parts and join em together again found of it than that more Blunt one which 
as they were immediately before their diflo- weufe in Give, Ger, 8c. any more than'the 
lution. Germans do now, who pronounce even their 
Queft. 2. Was that Lazarus whomwe read ownmnames as we the words juft inftanced — 
of at Venice and otber places, who had a lit- and we are apt to believe the Romans did 
tle Brother growing out of his fide, two the fame, but for us, as has been {aid, we 
men or one — bad be two Souls or one, and are alogether Arbitrary, pronouncing the 
how {hall they rife at the day of ‘Fudgment ? fame Letters, the fame Syllables and taken 
Anfw. Ithad beena noble piece of Cu- from the fame Language after a different 
riofity indeed to have difle&ted that perfon manner. Thus Gyges and Giam are both 
after his Death to have made obfervations from the Greek, and yet we pronounce one 
how the nourifhment’ or Blood was convey- Mure, and to’ther at leaft a Senje-liguid and 
ed out of one into theother: Ifweremem- ‘tis as common in many other words both 
ber that Story aright, thefe two had diffe- from the Greek and Latin, not only to pro- 
rent Sentiments and perceptions of things, nounce’em contrary to what they are in their 
one of ‘em often appearing pleafed when own Language when we have made ‘em De. 
the other was difpleafed , and one c ing nizens of ours, but even to appropriate one 
when the other was laughing — which found to’em when we expre(s ‘em in their 
fufficiently evinces they had different paffi- own Language. Thus in fome of thofe in- 
ons, accordingly different Souls, and there- ftances by the Querift, Generation, Gebder, 
fore muft be two different men, and hence George, and that even in the Latin, Genera- 
as they had different Deatlis, ‘the /ittle Bro- tio, Genus, Georgius, whereas there is little 
ther as he was call’d, Dying firft, tho the doubt tobe made but the Latins pro 
other did not long furvive him, fo undoubt- their Georgius and Genus as the Greeks did 
edly they fhall be diftinétly raisd — But how their yo, @c. and there is no more reafon 
the fecond fhall have his own Body reftored why we fhould pronounce Genus with a Li- 
again, nd thee Comelearly, thoheneverhad quid found in Latin, to accommodate it to 
any ade than the upper parr of a Aan, let our own Englifh, nor indeed. the Englith 
thofe look to it who think chat ‘tis not word Gender it felf derived from it, then sre 
enough the Bodies of Men thould “tot in Greek after the fame manner. Buttho . 
fically of the fame matter they were re, we have loft the right pronunciation, yet 
at the Refurredction. methinks we thould keep the right fpelling 
Quelt. 3. Whereas the Letter G oat in‘ the words mentioned and others like ’em, 
edGhe before the Vowel I in Give, Guilt, 8c. that they mney be lene i fome meafure 4 
and before the Vowel E in Get, Geld Geer, Origin asin Gen der, Ge phy. 
Gehazi, Gedalia, bat meles into-Gi-or J (as we fhould quite lofe both. We 
ro che founds ) vitor ah fame Vowel in ob fiiela therefore wpoes be inconvenient co 
Gibbet, Gilly-flo a Oe. and i 4 ¥ Confonant in weepeeea 
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the fame notation. 
feems to be fome reafon, in one of 
that kind, to wit Goal, cuftom has already 
made it a moot-cafe whether is the cruer 
way of fpelling it with a@ or an F in ano- 
ther, Gilly-flower, it’sonly a corruption and 
the true word Fuly-flower, tho this has ob- 
tain’d fo long, as writing Surgeon for Chi- 
rurgeon, that we now as commonly write 
oneas vother.. For ufing the 7 Confonant 
in all fuch cafes, would indeed be the way. 
to avoid fome confufion, but yer*fuch an 
Innovation feems fo odd, that we hardly 
believe "twill ever be praétifed. For the 
other of thofe Abbreviations now ufed, 
there may be. feveral Reafons why they ob- 
tained, which this alteration would want. 
Thofe were .ufed generaliy by our Poets, 
Ben-Jobnfon and the reft chey are more con- 
venient and expeditious for writing and withal 
more eat than writing at full length. 

Queft. 4. Seeing Angels are Spirits, and 
confequently immaterial Subftances, bow can they 
be faidtocat, as we find they did when Abra- 
ham.and Lot entertained ’em ? 

Anfw, Tf we believe Raphael the cafe will 
be quickly decided, for he tells 7obie and 
Tobias, Tobit 12.19. “ All thefe daysI did 
“ Appear ngto you, but I did neither Eat 
“ nor Drink, but ye did feea Vifion. But 
the Truth, is that fame Raphael is a fort of 
an Apocryphal Angel, who denied his name, 
and gave a wrong one in the room on’t, fo 
thac we can’e blame any perfon not co believe 
him, fince he has been caught ¢ripping already. 
What we efleem mot! probable is,that chofe 
Angels which are mentioned in Canonical 
Scripture, and which ’tis plainly faid did 
Eat with the Patriarchs, did really do fo, 
and not ina Vifiononly. For that they had 
Corporeal Vebicles weare certain, otherwife 
they could neither have been feen nor beard. 
In which Vebicles they might receive and con- 
tain the Meat which they put into their 
Mouths, which either might be difperfed 
again by pre/piration, or perhaps fel! co the 

roind upon the Diffolution of thofe Ve- 
hicles. 

Queft. 5. That the Sonl doth fubfift out of the 
Body after Death is granted by all Chriftians ; 
but whether is it an aéteve or unattive State du- 
ring that /ubfifiance out of the Body ? 

Anfw. In order to an{wer this Queftion, 
wed fain ask the Gentlemanwho_ propofes 
it, what kind of thing he takes an smaétive 
Soul to be, or a Soul in an unattive State 
which is the fame thing? And whether it 
ben’c as perfect a contradiGtion, and chat 
in terminis, as to fay aétive,or Rational Matter 
or a Adaterial Spirit ? Paffivity is of the E/-, 
fence of Matter, as Adivity of Spirit 5 take 
away p4ffivene/s from one you ihake it Spirit, 
take away adtivity for tother, you make it 
either Adatrer or nothing at all. ‘th Swoons, 
Extafies, ec. ‘tis not the Soul, but the Bod 
that’s «active, or rather unfit to be acted, 
and no more wonder we can't remet 
‘what. pafles then, than chat we can’t. fee 
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when our Eyes are faft fhut together: 
Whatever Definition we give of = Soul 
of Man, ff we believe it material, whe- 
ther we callit acogitative Being, a refletting 
Being, a Knowings a Thinking Subftance, or by 
what ever Name or. Title, we diftinguith it 
there’s ftill fomething of Gioz included in 
its Effence, and whether it thinks, refleéts oy 
knows, {till it A@s, or elfeitis not, for al] 
thofe Terms, connore fome action. In vain 
then woud the Socinian endeavour to miti- 
gate theAbfurdity of theSou!’s fleeping with 
the Body in the fame Gaave, fince notwith- 
ftanding his high pretences to Reafon, there 
are not two more indigeftible abfurdities in 
all Tranfubftantiation than an Adorable Crea. 
ture, Or an wnaétive Spirit, both which. he 
pretends to believe. 

Queft. 6. Whether if the Soul can be abfene 
from the Body for a limited time without 
Death, provided the Body remain Tenantable, 
what has been or may be the means ufedto pre- 
Serve the Body thus Tenentable in the Souls ab. 
fence, and for how long time may it be done? 
and whither may any fuch thing be lawfully en- 
deavour'd ? 

Anjfw. We. mult be very kind, and Give 
very liberally. before we can come near 
enough to anfwer the greareft part of this 
Query — which indeed takes it for granted 
thac wel .refolve thofe immediately going 
before in the Affirmative, whereas we are 
rather for the contrary opinion. Thus we 
“* fay “tis in-vain to enquire what has been the 
“ means to preferve the Body Tenentable dur- 
“ing the Souls abfence, when there’sno {uch 
“thing as this. abfence of the Sou without 
“ Death, And for the other Query. Whe- 
ther it be lawful to endeavour it — that Js, 
we fuppofe, to preferve the Body Tenantable, 
if ic may be lawful,*’tis yet fufficiently ab- 
{urd toattemp it. 

Quelt. 7. Whether is the Caufe of Death, 
or Separation of theSoul fromthe Body, in the 
Souls or, in the Body, or both ? 

Anfw. The feparation of the Body and 
Soul is not the Cas/fe of Death, But Death it 
felf, the Caufe of which’ Separation is often- 
times very diftant from its eff, the Se- 
peration it felf, nay always fo unlefs in /ud- 
den Death. » But further, it feems very in- 
congruous to ask whether the Separation of 
the Soul from the Body be in the Soul, - 
be in the Soul, or the Body, or both, 
fince any Separation neceflarily implies two 
things tobe feparated, for who ever heard 
of one thing that was feparated from its felf ? 
But upon further confideration the Querift 
feems to mean much the fame with what we 
have now aflerted, and tho his Cuetion 
founds a little oddly, intends no more by the 
feparation of the Sou! from the Body than 
Death it felt, and not the Case on’t. In 
anfwer, webelieve the Caufe of this Se 
paration to be firft in the Body, then in 
the Soul, and the manner how we en- 


deavour to explain in anfwer to the next - 
ion. 
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